
It is the SDDOC's contention that the current arrangements
serve the state, taxpayers, families and friends of
inmates and the inmates themselves well. The loss of this
option would be extremely detrimental. Therefore, the
SDDOC urges you not to adopt regulations that would
negatively affect the administrationa dn security of our
correctional institutions.

Respect lilly~~ ------

he Honorable Senator Larry Pressler
The Honorable Senator Thomas Daschle
The Honorable Representative Tim Johnson
The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
Warden Joe Class, State Penitentiary
Warden Jim Smith, Springfield Correctional Facility
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The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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OfFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed SPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel sajety; drug prevention and other
community programs; famizv visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion, an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone l

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and ,,;ountless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become

regulation. w..e urge you to mak.e inma.te_~~la.Sexe.m t Thank you for your consideration of my views.
r-;; ".-- ",~ .. ~/~~

Sincerely. (" ~., - ~ ~/Z.,i.------
~ '---

No. of Copiesreo'd~
ListABCDE



July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

RECEIVED

fAUG U. 21994
Dear Chairman Hundt: FEDERAl. "NJUI Wio"A\IVIII-Vl_TlONS COMMISSI()II
I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regul~Of~fMrYal
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

"
Over the past ten years. administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What' s more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: famifv visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs ever;.:onel

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED P.J\.RTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN!vlATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my vie\\s.

~o. of Copies radd d
lIst ABCOe -~-



BOYCE L. CARSWEll, SHERIFF
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The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our
facility and have found it to be necessary to route inmate calls
from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle
inmate calls and with whom,we nave a contractual relationship. We
cannot allow inmates to na.veopen accees to the t~lecommunications

network and the freedom to u~~flny,p;;lrrier,theyplease.BPP will
take away our right to coor~~I1,teinItl.flif:.~.callstfU::'Qugh a carrier we
know and trust. Instead, il1,,,,~tla callswii~J. be rout;edto a number of
different carriers, none9~ whom willrf).fl'Ve any 9bligation to us,
and few that will be trail,ed to handle inmate calls.

We have also found i t nec~~'sary to inst~,;l.l. phone equipment that is
specifically designed fot)::' inmateca;J"J,~. , This equipment helps
prevent fraud, abusive cal;J"s';;lndotl1~l::',criminalactivity over the
telephone network . Given tnecpnstant;,buqgetary constraints that we
are under, we cannot afford to proV'idethis equipment without the
help of inmate phone servic,e prOViders to. assist us • without inmate
phones, the morale of our inmat,es wiJ,lbe devastated. The resulting
increase in tension will make it more difficult, for our staff to
manage inm~tes.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families p~y for I 11

calls. We fully appreciated the FCC'S concern if some Sheriffs dO~1 •
not take responsibility for inmate families from abusive rates. We'J
do not agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of I
responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective action would:p ,,'
be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs e
enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts. Indeed we ~

believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to .~~
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable. og

0<
In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important ~~

POST OFFICE &Jx 69 • COLUMBUS, NORTH CAROUNA 28722 • 704-894-3001 • FAX 704-894-8806



security and administrative measures that we have found to be
necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone
availability, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our staff.
We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our
administrative and security decisions--decisions that are clearly
within our discretion and which we have a pUblic responsibility to
make.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

Polk county Sheriffs' Department
Post Office Box 69
105 Ward Street
Columbus, North Carolina 28722

BLCjsdp

cc: The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
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July 20. 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
tacility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. fVe use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enjorcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami!v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional faCility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This cnsts evervone l

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INNIATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

No. of CoPies reo'd Q'
ListABCDE



July 20. 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
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Dear Chairman Hundt: FEDERAL caAtlIU!'flW, .. MlSSO,!

OFFa OF THE SECRFl Ai<'l

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone l

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. \ve belieye that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become

:=:n. we mge yon [0 m~e imMm ~lIs exemp'lTi:2v~~t;/on!~mY views

Ijtyl/ (1J.1Xt I

!JL."9c'J i b .
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July 22, 1994 rAUGtf21994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

FEDERAl. COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSiON
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman Hundt:

We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate
facili ties.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have
found it to be necessary to route inmate calls from our facility to a single
carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual
relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the
telecommunications network and the freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP
will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we know and
trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers,
none of whom will have any obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle
inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically
designed for inmate calls. This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and
other criminal activity over the telephone network. Given the constant budgetary
constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without
the help of inmate phone service providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue
stream that finances our inmate phones. If BPP is applied to inmate facilities,
there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate phone
service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates
will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult
for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay' for calls. Ve fully
appreciate the FCC's concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for
protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that
the solution for this lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs
enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts. Indeed we believe the
overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rates that are fair
and reasonable.

No. of Copies rec'd~Q-"",,__
ListABCDE

Post Office Box 429000, San Diego, California 92142·9000



Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Page 2
July 22, 1994

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and
administrative measures that we have found to be necessary at our facility,
ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with
our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our
discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted,

~~rvv'\~
James Marmack, Captain
San Diego County
Sheriff's Department
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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fEDERAL ca.eMUNlCATIONS COMMISSI().I

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the crirninaljustice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators:~f correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. lYe use this revenue to jill1d various programs including: tall' enforcement
education; inmate health. education and recreation; jail personnel saJety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs ever.vone.'

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR [NtvIATE CALLS FAR OUT\VEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

since/k- f2
yP . i:.1/tV, Sheriff

R~nty, MISSOURI
\

No. ot <2q:>' ,n
List ABCDE9Srec'd~
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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FEDERH. caAMUNCATIONS COMMISSJOO

OfFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. lYe use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel saftty: drug prevention and other
community programs: fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of$1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

.. Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmatei:a11s. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INNlATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. \ve urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
llstABCOE -
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554
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rAUG ~1 2199.
Re: CC Docket #92-77 FEDERAl. ca.lMUNlCATIONS COMMISSO'

OFFICE OF lHE SECRETARV
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. rre use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety: drug prevention and other
community programs: fami!v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone l

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
P FOR IN1vlATE CALLS FAR OutWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become

./-r-egulation. we rge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

NO.Of~' 0
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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FEDERAl CCMMUNlCATIONS COMMISSIOO

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preterence regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole, For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recrearion: jail persunnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards 0[$1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone'

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

~o. of Qopies rec'd Q'
l.stABCDE -

HARRISON COUNTY SHERIFF OFFICE
105 SOUTH 1ST AVENUE
LOGAN, IOWA 51546

MERLE SA'SS
HARRISON COUNTY SHERIFF
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3 26 rHt9~ OfFUOfTHESECRETARV

\Ve are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at imnate facilities

\Ve have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls trom our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle imnate calls and with ,,,,hom we have a
contractual relationship. \Ve CalUlOt allow imnates to have open access to the teleconUllUnications network and the
freedom to me any carrier they please. BPP ,vill take away our rigllt to coordinate llUllate calls throUgll a carrier ,,,,e
know and trmt. hlstead. imnate calls will be routed to a number of difterent carriers, none of whom will have any
obligation to us. and few that ,,,ill be trallled to handle imnate calls.

\Ve have also fOllild it necessary to lllstall phone equipment that is specifIcally designed for inmate calls.
Tins equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other crinlinal activity nver the telephone nenvork Given
the constant budgetary constralllts that we are under. we camlOt afford to pwvide tins equipment without the help
ofimnate phone sef\ice providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our imnate phones.
If BPP is applied to imnate facilities. there ,vill be no ,vay for us to finance these phones. nor will there be imnate
phone sef\ice prU\iders to assist us. \\'ithout imnate phones. the morale of our imnates will be devastated. The
resulting increase III tension ,vill make it more difticult for our staff to manage itmlates.

Furthennore. we are sensitive to the rates itunate fanlilies pay fl)r calls. \\'e fully appreciate the FCC's concern if'
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protectitlg itlmate fanlilies trom abusive rates. We do not agree \",ith the
FeC that the solution for tins lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more eftective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sherifts enforce these rate ceilings
thrOUgll their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhehnitlg majority of Sherifis are comnntted to
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short. BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and adnlinistrative measures that we have
found to be necessary at our facility. ultitllately reducmg itunate phone availability. which itl tum decreases the
et1iciency of our staft'. We urge you to not adopt regulations that illterfere \v1th our admitnstrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly \\ltOOl our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

~4'WI r~/x.~,..:>« 6KI f\ 9u,f''j cA
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The Honorable Reed E. Hundt. Chainnan
Federal Conullunications COlwllission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-17 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

.11.18 3 2S PI '!ll
RECEIVED

(AUGU 2199.
We are opposed to the application ofBilled Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities. FEDERAl.. CCltUUNlCATIONS COMMISSI()J

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

We have analyzed the security and adnwlistration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the teleconununications network and the
freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we
know and trust Instead inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers. none ofwhom will have any
ohligation to Wi, and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

Wc have also found it necessary to install phonc equipment that is spccificaJ.ly designed for inmate calls.
This ~uipmenl hdps prevenl fraud, abusive calls, and other criminalactivily oVt:r the ldephone nelwork. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under. we cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
ofinmate phone service provider.;. RPP would also eliminate the revenue meam that financC5 our inmate phones.
IfBPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us to finanee these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The
resulting increase in It:nSion will make il more dillicull for our slaLI' 10 manage inmales.

Furthennore, we are sensitive to the rlltes inmllte fllmilies PIlY for CIllls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not
agrcc with the FCC that the solution tor this Jack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
iiclion would be 10 adopl rale ceilings on inmale calls and then lei Sht:rilJ's enforce tht:St: rale ct:ilings
through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to
requiring rlltes that lire fllir and TCac;onahle.

In short, BPi' would take away our ability to employ important security and administrative measures that we have
found 10 be necessllIY al our facilily, ultimalely reducing inmale phone availabilily, which in lurn dt:crt:ases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions - decisions thllt lire c1ellrly within our discretion lind which we hllVC II public re.c;pnnsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted,F~C~~

Edward C. Pfister, Warden
Nllme/Title

Jefferson County Jail

Name of Correctional Facility
R.D.#5, Box 45
Brookville, Pa. 15825

Address

~o. of Qopies rec'd /\
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luly 20. 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 2055~

RECEIVED
rAUGn~219M

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
FEDERAl. cntMUNICATIONS COMMISSIOO

OfFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators ofcorrectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. Ire use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health. education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1,5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer,

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincereh'.

'-{£~W J2}u.=

No. of ceoieIrec'd~O~_
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

JuL 28 3 25 rH '9~
RECEIVFD

rAUG ~1 2199.
FEDERAl. Ca.MUHlCATIONS GOMMISS/()ll

OFFICE OF THE SECAETAflV

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. JVe use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami(v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion, an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• . Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and <.:ountless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUT\VEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

NO. of Copias rac'd 0
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED

'AUG ~1 21994
FEDERAl. oo.IMUNlCATIONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; Jami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of$1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone I

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons, and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

No. of Copies rec'd 0
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Garry E. Luca"l
Shpr~fr

July 22, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Billed Part Prefernce~ CC Docket No. 92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED

TAUGtf}'21994
FEDERAL ea.tMUNICAT/ONS COMMJSSJOf.;

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARV

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently considering a rule change in the
matter of Billed Party Preference for O+InterLATA Calls, CC Docket No. 92-77. Under current
FCC rules Correction Officials designate the carrier of all inmate collect calls from the facility.
Billed Party Preference would change the current rules and allow inmates to designate the carrier

depending on who they were attempting to contact.

As the Chief Law Enforcement Official in Clark County, the rule change concerns me for the
following reasons:

* P."O~dion of Vkth.".s amI 'Vitr.cSSES Clr Criii"~s: OUf current telephone services, cuid
equipment from our carrier allow us to.block phone numbers of victims and witnesses of
criminal activity. If the rules were changed, the burden of protection would shift from
law enforcement to the victims themselves. The public will have to contact their long
distance carrier, determine where the calls are originating, and make arrangements for
their phones not to accept theses calls.

In addition to the phone block service, the phone system allows us to document the date,
time and duration of each call made from our facility. This information has served in
court cases to collaborate criminal activity, or to verify certain rights and privileges such
as access to Bondsman and Attorneys were afforded to the inmates.

No. of Copies rec'd~O _
ListABCDE

707 W. 13th St. P.O. Box 410 Vaneouver. WA 98666

206-699-2211



* Reduction of Revenue for Inma1e Services: Under the current arrangements with
phone companies allow for revenue sharing. There are very strict rules which
allow to these revenues that allow for these funds to be used only for inmate
Health and Welfare. These funds go to reducing medical costs, repair of
recreational equipment, education programs and health services that are not
currently budgeted. Considering the current budget problems all Federal, State
and Local agencies are experiencing, I am not optimistic about getting additional
funding for these services and would have to consider the reduction or elimination
of these programs.

For the concerns outlined previously, I am encouraging you strongly consider exempting
Correctional Facilities from the BiU Party Preference.

S eri
Sheriff 0 lark County
Vancouver, Washington



July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Streel N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

Jut. Z8 3 28 PH '9tI

RECEnlt::n

(AUG l 12 1994

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry \vould be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BP? regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. rYe use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: famiZv visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone'

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and coumless others. we belie\'e that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTI'
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. lfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

~~
~f
V~~&J~
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SIOUX COUNTY SHERIFF
JIM R. SCHWIESOW Jut. ZB

PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING
119 Central Avenue S.E. Orange City, Iowa 51041

Phone (712) 737-2280

July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED

[AUG ~1 2 1994

FEDERJi C(.\lMUHlCATlONS COMMJSSION
omC:F~ 1Hf SECRHA+i'l

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry \\'ould be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulacion.

Over the past ten years. administrators: of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone senice provider has been
key to our success. This senice has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. Ire use this revenue to fimd various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: famif.v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that \vould
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supen'ising each and every inmate call.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone pro\iders.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PART'{
PREFERENCE FOR INtvlATE CALLS FAR OlJT\VEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. \ve urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

•

•

The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

Sincerel\".

9mgL~
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Sheriff of Plymouth County
327 3rd Street S.E.
Le Mars, Iowa 51031

PHONE: (712) 546·8191

r'r'\,AI""'T ~'U I.". " ,
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MIKE VAN OTTERLOO, SHERIFF

July 25, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECFI\/Cf)

(AUG 12 1994

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed
Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely
jeopardized by BPP affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason,
we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from the proposed
BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of
correctional facilities have been able to put into place a
very effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The
right to choose our phone service provider has been the
key to our success. This service has always been delivered
to us at very reasonable rates. What's more, inmate phone
commissions have been a significant source of revenue for
our facility and have helped us improve it dramatically.
We use this revenue to fud various programs including:
Law enforcement education; inmate health, education and
recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and
other community programs; family visitation etc.

HERE ARE A FEW OF MY BIGGEST CONCERNS ABOUT BILLED
PARTY PREFERENCE:

* It strips correctional facility administrators of
the right to choose inmate phone providers.

* Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of
$1.5 billion, an expense that would have to be passed along
to the consumer.

* Without the authority to process calls, inmate
phone providers would no longer have the revenue to provide
the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end
result: fewer phones with fewer security features.
Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of



The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
July 25, 1994
PAGE TWO

supervising each and every inmate call.

* The average length of stay in jail would increase
because inmates would not have the phone privileges
required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This
costs everyone!

* Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer
have control over inmate calls, which means no call
tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass
judges, witnesses, jury members or even the victims of
their crimes.

* Without call control, facilities would be unable to
control fraud problems currently handled by inmate phone
providers.

we
FOR

does
exempt.

For the above reasons, and countless others,
believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY PREFERENCE
INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP
become regulation, we urge you to make inmate calls

Thank you for your consideration of my views.

M· eVan Otterloo
ymouth County Sheriff

MV:js
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED

rAUGtl~'2199.

FEDERAl Ca.lMUNK:ATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE Of THE SECRETARV

No. of CoPies r9C·d~6~.....-
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I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. fVe use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: fami(v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone'

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUT\VEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

1\

U~Jc/ tJ1],0'171 ,
cf;;r tfU.::t} ~.0'


